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PHOSPHORUS MANAGEMENT TOOL REGULATIONS BRIEFING OCTOBER 8, 2013

The honorable Earl Hance

SECRETARY, MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
50 Harry S. Truman Parkway

Annapolis, MD 21401

DEAR MR. HANCE,

I have worked with soil fertility in the Fertilizer business for over thirty years. | have also
farmed for over fifty years, where | have had to make the economics work. The nutrients had
to pay for themselves through improved yield or quality no matter the source.

Over these years | had the pleasure of working with some highly respected Professionals that
worked for the University of Maryland. Unfortunately the professionals, highly respected, and
faculty with integrity have all retired or died. Arbitrary formulas and modeling have replaced
real scientific work to estimate risk potential, no matter the economic and human cost.

Working in the industry with highly respected soils and crop specialists in vegetable and grain
production over the years, no one could ever tell me when these High Soil Test Phosphorus
levels would be available to the crop. Each year we would see deficiency in the spring despite
the test fevels, if it had not been provided at planting. {f as you describe, this Phosphorus
Management Tool {(PMT)} will prohibit the application of P on 80% + of our fields thereisa
tremendous economic consequence. This logic makes me understand better why this country
is broke and will end up hungry. :

i have currently a very large investment in eguipment to handle poultry litter. The very recent
changes you made requiring incorporation forced me to make even greater investment in
vertical tillage equipment. Now you are telling me [ have no need of this equipment and will
have to retool and purchase more expensive inputs! it is not as benign as your carefully
worded press release sounds. You refer to meeting with STAKE HOLDERS, it looks to me as
though 1am the STEAK for the barbequé.

DONALD HALES N | - | ' : _ .
P.O.BOX2004. .. - . . . o 'RECENED
SALISBURY, MD 21802 . o et

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY



,arvest is in full s‘wmg, but the
-unpact of a_difficnit plenting
.season is still apparent from
“the combine -
phosphorus ®) migh:‘. have been plenti-
ful in the soil, a cold, wet spring mcked
the notrient from warking its magjc.

“Seveml farmers told me, that if their -
starter apphmtors ‘got. shut off .or
plugged, the corn that did not receive .
starter was a foot shorter a.few weeks |
before tasseling,” says Farm Journal \

Held Agronomist Ken Ferrie,

We'll explamwhymamlﬂu‘-'é-ml'““
now; uaderstand “that P heips cells

elongate “and dmde, which."is how
plants grow. This unique role makes P
a very important nutrient. '

In this article; we'll epram how P'

works. In future msta]]men:{s of Nutsient
Nav:gator we'll tell you how, in certain
seasons, the nghI amotmt of P can boost
comneldby30bu.m40bu.peracre.

How Corn Plants ﬂecenre Energy to Gmw

Phosphorus {P) is required for
the eiongation and divisian
of cells and for the transfor

of starches and sugars. Piant

roots come in cordact with P
three ways {shown at right).

Taking up nutrients is an
active process that requires
energy. Plants recsive that

energy from P.
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Understand the cycle to. fertihze more- efﬁcxenﬂy BY DARRELL SMITH

Along with cell elongation and divi-
sion, adequate P levels are required to
transfer starches—especially sugars
withia a plant. “If 2 corn plant can’t

 transfer sugars, which are produced in

the upper part of the plant, to other
areas, the plant stops growing,” Ferrie
explains. “When that happens, plants

. .
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-phosphoms is 'so ¥mportant to eardy

growth and development, the majority
needs to be taken up early in the

INTERCEPTION

Roots intercept
phosphorus as -
they grow through

MASS FLOW

Roots draw
water from the s0il,
which carries
nutrients to the
plants.

is different from mitrogen, which pl
can take up throughout the season
- The role-of Pin plant developn

involves two compounds in cells: /
and ADP. “Phosphorus is consta
cycling between ATP and ADP .
back,” he says, “In this process, ene
is released for growth. Think of it :
spiing winding up and letting loose
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the sum, to wind the spring or cre
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Eari F. Hance, Secretary

Maryland Depariment of Agriculture
50 Harry S. Truman Parkway
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Opposition to new Phosphorus Managément‘Tool for Nutrient Management
Dear Secretary Hance:

At our meeting on October 1, 2013, the Worcester County Commissioners learned that
the proposed Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT) for Nutrient Management is now being
proposed by the Maryland Department of Agriculiure. This regulation will have a severe
negative impact on the use of poultry manure’in Worcester County and would therefore be.
devastating to the agricultural industry in Worcester County and the State of Maryland. Given
that agricuiture is the second leading industry in Worcester County behind Tourism, this new
regulation is of significant concern to the Worcester County Commissioners and we strongly
oppose its adoption. : ‘ '

The Commissioners understand that the new Phosphorus Management Tool is intended
to replace the current P-Site Index as the tool used to determine phosphorous application by
identifying areas where excess phosphorous is present in the soil and a high potential for
phosphorous loss exists. The effect of the new tool will be a higher likelihood that a field will not
be able to take poultry litter. As a resuft, serious concerns have been raised about the proposed
regulation by manure transporters who may have fewer farms willing fo accept chicken manure,
chicken growers who may have no place to send their manure thus creating problems on
chicken farms, crop farms who will have extra costs to fertilize their fields since they wiil be
denied the ability to use manure, and chicken companies who may have to reduce bird
placements on some farms because of those farms’ inability to clean out their houses in
accordance with company recommendations. While the Worcester County Commissioners
understand and appreciate the need to protect and preserve our natural environment, we also
understand the need for balanced regulations which will also enable our local agricultural
industry to continue to thrive and facilitate the economic recovery of Worcester County and the
State of Maryland. Simply put, the proposed regulation appears to place too high a price on the
agricultural operations in Worcester County. Therefore, prior to any further consideration, the

Citizens and Government Working Together



Worcester County Commissioners request that a comprehensive economic impact study be
conducted to determine the full impact and cost of this new regulation.

Thank you for your consideration of our concerns. If you should have any questions with
regard to our position on this matter, please feel free to contact either me or Harold L. Higgins,
Chief Administrative Officer, at this office.

Sincerely, ,

Do & Che

James C. Church
President

JCC/KS/fac .
cc: Senator James N. Mathias
Delegate Michael McDermott
Delegate Norman Conway
Delegate Charles Otto
Bob Mitchell, Director of Environmental Programs
Bill Badger, Director of Economic Development
Bill Satterfield, Executive Director, Delmarva Poultry Industry

HACCT0TPMT for Nutrient Mgnt opposition.wpd
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Fwd: PMT response after Easton meeting

Earl Hance -MDA- <earl hance@maryland.gov> | Wed, Oct 16, 2013 at 7:29 PM
To: Gloria Chambers -MDA- <Gloria. Chambers@maryland.gov>

Please include these in the comments

Forwarded message
From: Crum, Rock

Date: Wednesday, October 16, 2013

Subject: PMT response after Easton meeting

To: "Eart.Hance@maryland.gov' <Earl.Hance@maryland.gow>

Dear Secretary Hance:

| attended the Easton meeting last night on behalf of my farm-related employer, the many farmers that | work with
on a regular basis as well as on behalf of my family that owns a farm in Frederick County. | really went into the

" meeting with an open mind to decide for myself. After hearing comments for nearly three hours, 'm thoroughty
convinced that this proposed program is wrought with uncertainty and has been siapped together far too hastily.
From what | understand now, the phosphorus really doesn't mowe off the land except from harvested crop
materials. S0, what's the hurry?  The trust factor i in this matter has been sewerely damaged I'm afraid and
‘nothing good can come of that scenario.

This program, as designed, will put an immediate and significant economic hardship on too many folks in the
industry -and Maryland taxpayers that will have to pay for this, | have serious doubts that it is a fair and
equitable plan. There may be a few farms with high phosphorus readings, so, work with them first to help their
situations. Don't impose a Maryland-wide burden on so many, just to appease, | suspect, the special interest -
groups that want to spend taxpayer funds at all cost. The lack of serious and measurable cost-benefit analysis
is a tremendous weakness with this proposal.

On another note, and it's sad to say, but | also question the level of ethics that may be at play here. You hawe
to ask: is this really a good enough thing for the people of Maryland considering the likely out-of-balance costs of
lost jobs, equity and considering added physical burden and mental stress? Measure those things correctly
and see what you have.  Until then, | cannot support the plan as proposed and recommend that it be tabled at
this time.

" Lastly, 'm afraid that you've been boxed into an awkward situation by some folks that really don't want to
understand the concept of equity and equality. In other words, benefits versus costs and overall faimess, This
phosphorus thing is a classic example of that and | suspect a whole book could be written onit. Do that and

.then get an informed consensus from the people of Maryland.

https:/imail google.comvimail/wi ui= 28ik=9a3830215b&view=pt&search=Inbox&ti= 141c39abB35T467 ' : 112



10713 Maryland govMail - Fwd: PMT response after Easton meeting
Respectful!y submltted Rock H. Crum

Rock Crum | Loan Officer | NMLS# 6627 29 | MidAtlantic Farm Credlt | 102 Morgnec Road |
Chestertown MD 21620

0 800.573.3028 ¢ 410.708.4825 |f410.778.1377. | mafe.com B3 &
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The information contained in this transmission is intended for the exclusive use of the addressee(s) and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential, and/or protected from disclosure. If you are not the intended
recipient, do not disseminate, distribute or copy this communication. if you have received this transmission in
emor, please immediately reply to the sender and then delete it. Thank you for your compliance.
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy '

Amnnapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

Sigﬁature ) % W C W ' '

Printed Name CAANFS | o |
Street Address 3 f; k-@, o RECEIVED

City, State Zip_g.ait_sb_uay_mm 0CT 152013
' MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS



October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, E4.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs, Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This too} will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
 organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
‘additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will

- fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management fools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. . The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

) e

Slgnature

Pnntchame Bl |\! J _Elmfr wsm ejr‘ / ‘Jaﬁlce {9 M{”’IS?:BW

Street Address 6; 32 S éau_qx. & Cf : RECEIVED

City, St ZIP_@M&%&M?;Q o acT15208
' . MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

ANNAPOLIS



October 19, 2013

Jo A, Mercer, EA.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs: Mercer,-’

1 am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans

utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT), This tool will unfairiy .

burden farm operations in-my area by limiting and/or-eliminating thie 6ption of poultry litter as an
___. organic slow-release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport progtam will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period! ‘
Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share pro grams havc made cons1derable mvestments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implemeﬁtaﬁon of the new PMT to enable thorough tesﬁhg of the science.
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

o "RECEIVED
0cT 152013
- | | : DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
e | ' KI?TRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
i ANNAPOLIS

Printed Name Cdr&m ?/a!,/anO)’L
Street Address 2.7 7 ﬁ/? MMD‘UWM
City, State, Zip Oglu.mma MWW 9_}5’5\3




October 19, 2013

Jo A, Mercer, EA.D,
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agricuiture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy
Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

1 am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT), This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range. from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrietit source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, penod' o

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

Lurge you to delay the implem_entatioh of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacemenis for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils..

Sincerely,

S1gnature ‘

Printed Name 0*@11.3_5 D /4//1' "B o - RECEIVED
Street Address_ Q?I?O MLL«&,- Roqaﬂ 0CT 192013

- TMENT OF AGRICULTUR]E‘
City, State, le Scp [is bu - \, 4 m gﬁ 2 J8of - NUTRIENT MAS;.GEMENT PROGRA

" MD DEPAR
APOLIS




October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

.Dear Mrs, Mercer,. — .= . ' e e e et

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of pouitry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers, In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be, : |

T urge you to delay the irnpieméntation of the:new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool; give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerély, :

o RECEIVED
Signature ~ ocT1520m
Printed Name, N“'[ é/// MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Street Address ? 0 CO ?9 E. f?l’) ST /C :})fz, NUTRIENT Mﬁmgfggy PROGRAM

City, State, Zip é;gé(gg Z ézzzz /%g
?WW&FKL L




October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, E4.D.
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture -
50 Harry S Truman Pkwy
~Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

T am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
eqmva.lent commerc1a1 fertilizer range from approxunately $100 to $350 per acre. .The
add1t10na1 costs assocxated with replacmg litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden .
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soi! health and crop production. The

~ PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves tobe. ..

I urge you to delay the unplementatlon of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of fhe science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop,. and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effectwe replacements for orgamc fert111zer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Smcerely,

Phpoot

Signature

Printed Name ?’l } DD [\J l‘ﬂ"’l/f& |
Strect Address_ 1530 Rackqﬂ lein  Rd RECEIVED

City, State, Zip ‘L{Q_L ron MD. QES0 . ocT § 2013 ]
TMENT OF AGRICU LT%M
DEPAR NAGE MENT PR

NUTRIENT MAC L JPOLIS
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_ October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D. '
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing {0 oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an

~ organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva famiers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.,

Sixiéerely’, :

Signature W / /\,éwz/»/

Printed Name /@ be v 7 Yy //9,4 s
Strect”A_de're-ss = '9/ O Claras //aci .
City, State, Zip /v,z}_e/(//f/ mD 2/5’6

RECEIVED
pcT 15203
MD DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
ANNAPOLIS




October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, E4.D,
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program

* Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy
Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

1 am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
orgamc, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an

" equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers, In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minjimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outtawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

Signature -
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October 19, 2013

Jo A, Mércer, Ed.D.
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program

- Maryland Department of Agriculture .

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy
Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist, Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satlsfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

1 urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Smcerely,

>0/ —
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October 19, 2013

Jo A, Mercer, Ed.D. :
Administrator, Nutrient Management Program

* Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy
Ammapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs, Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
' organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The

- additiona] costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden

on Delmarva grain producers, In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to sausfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost sharc programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be. :

1 urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

(ole Qchordrry
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, E4.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow-release-fertilizer. The costs.associated with-replacing poultry litter withan
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option

currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will

fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

Signature . MW ‘%ﬁj\'fm/
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, EA.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an

“equivalent Commietcial Tertilizer tange from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

T urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thbrough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

- Sificerely,” "~ ¢ _ - _
Y oy 4444‘9 e . ,
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

'Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist, Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!.

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmentat
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

1 urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science

behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic i_‘emhzer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely, |

RECEIVED
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,
I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans

utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an

* organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an

equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and -
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be cutlawed on most soils:

Sincerely, ' -
Z - Q . | RECFEIVED
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Slgnatu:e NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D,

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture. = .

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy =

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

1 am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertitizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period! - '

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental

effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The

PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to-delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be.outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,
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October 19, 2013

Jo A. Mercer, EAD.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
* Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing 1o oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist. Relocation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period!

Delmarva farmers and MDA, through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

Turge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thorough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,

Signature R A S
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. October 19,2013

Jo A. Mercer, Ed.D.

Administrator, Nutrient Management Program
Maryland Department of Agriculture

50 Harry S Truman Pkwy '

Annapolis, MD 21401

Dear Mrs. Mercer,

I am writing to oppose the upcoming requirement that all Maryland nutrient management plans
utilize the new, and untested, Phosphorus Management Tool (PMT). This tool will unfairly
burden farm operations in my area by limiting and/or eliminating the option of poultry litter as an
organic, slow release fertilizer. The costs associated with replacing poultry litter with an
equivalent commercial fertilizer range from approximately $100 to $350 per acre. The
additional costs associated with replacing litter as a nutrient source will place an unfair burden
on Delmarva grain producers. In addition, poultry farmers will suffer as no viable option
currently exists to take the manure generated on their farms, thus the costs of reutilization will
fall on their shoulders. While MDA argues that the manure transport program will handle the
exportation of manure, the reality is the trucking resources and cost recovery processes do not
exist.: Reloeation of poultry litter on the scale required to satisfy the requirements under the
PMT are not feasible, period! . - -~

Delmarva farmers and MDA through cost share programs have made considerable investments
in storage, spreading equipment and manure management tools to minimize the environmental
effects of poultry litter while maximizing the benefits to soil health and crop production. The
PMT will render these investments useless and require similar and redundant investments
wherever the ultimate fate of the manure resource proves to be.

I urge you to delay the implementation of the new PMT to enable thofough testing of the science
behind the tool, give time for alternative uses to develop, and for farmers to find suitable and
cost effective replacements for organic fertilizer that will be outlawed on most soils.

Sincerely,
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